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DETAILED ACTION 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1. A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1 .1 14, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on May 1, 
2006 has been entered. 

2. Claims 1-17 have. been canceled. Claims 18, 19, 21, 23, 24, 25, 26, 28, 29, d 
and 31 have been amended. Claims 18-32 are currently pending in this case. 

Response to Arguments 

3. Applicants arguments with respect to claims 18-32, as currently amended, have 
been considered but are moot in view ! 6f the new grourfd(s) of rejection. f ' y fc 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: : : ;;f ' "^ 7 :r VJf; 

(a) A patent may not be obtainedihougrVthe invention is ! not identically disclosed of described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was majde. 

5. Claims 18-32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Ginter et al (US 5,892,900) in view of Horstmann (6,009,401 ). 

6. Regarding claim 18- 
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Ginter (See abstract, Figs. 1,2, 53a, Col. 43, lines 20-55 (user might require a method 
that summarizes usage information for reporting to a clearinghouse (e.g. billing 
information) in a way that does not convey confidential, personal information regarding 
detailed usage behavior), Col. 47, lines 20-55, Col. 196, lines 45-67, Col. 197, lines 1-5, 
(thus-may be used to implement privacy filters by, for example, preventing certain 
confidential user information from being written to data structures that will be reported to 
third parties)) disclose means for a server to issue a license to a client upon verification 
and issuing a license key for a product by means of a communication network 
involving multiple parties and restrictions placed on the transmission of user data 
substantially as claimed. The differences between the above and the claimed 
invention is the use of specific license by merchant computer and authentication. It is 
noted that it is believed that the server(See Fig. 1 ) are fuhctionallj equivalent to a 
license-issuing computer. 

7. Horstmann (See Fig. 2,3, Col. 3, lines 1-15,Co1 . 4, lines 55-65) shows license 
by merchant computer.'" .-■ =- ■ ^ p> . j-v.. 

8. It would have been obvious to the person having ordinary skill in this art to 
provide a similar arrangement for Ginter et al because the license elements are 
conventional functional equivalents with respect to the claim limitations and 
authentication is a necessary component of validation and use!" : ' L 

9. Regarding claim 19 - ■ 3 ; *^ vr nH * thi " : 
Ginter et al (See abstract, Figs. 1 , 2, 53a, Col. 43, lines 20-55(user might require a 
method that summarizes usage information for reporting to a clearinghouse (e.g. 
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billing information) in a way that does not convey confidential, personal information 
regarding detailed usage behavior), col. 47, lines 20-.55, cot. 196, lines 45-67, Col. 
197, lines 1-5 (thus may be used to implement privacy filters by, for example, 
preventing certain confidential user information from being written to data structures 
that will be reported to third parties)) disclose means for a server to issue a license to 
a client upon verification and issuing a license key for a product by means of a 
communication network involving multiple parties and restrictions placed on the 
transmission of user data substantially as claimed, the differences between the 
above and the claimed invention is the use of specific license by merchant computer 
and authentication. It is noted that it is believed that the server (See Fig. 1 ) are 
functionally equivalent to a license-issuing computer. 

10. Horstmann (See Fig. 2,3, Col. 3, lines 1-15,Co1. 4, lines 55-65) shows license 
by merchant computer. ' ,JJ - - ■ / ~ j G >'> ; - 

11. It would have been'obvious to the person having' 3rd iriar/ skill in this art to r ^ s 
provide a similar arrangement for Ginter et al because the license elements are 
conventional functional equivalents with respect to the claim limitations. 

12. Regarding claim 20 - ,v: ' - : ; ~ c r»?«inuiions ;.uc ' ! 

Ginter et al (See abstract, Figs! 1 , 2, 53ai Col! 43; lines Jo-SS^sWmlght require a 
method that summarizes usage information for reporting to a clearinghouse (e.g. 
billing information) in a way that does not convey confidential, personal information 
regarding detailed usage behavior), col. 47, lines 20-55, cot. 196, lines 45-67, Col. 
197, lines 1-5 (thus C may be used to Implement privacy fHte'rsSyffdr^xample; Ur:jr - r£ 
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preventing certain confidential user information from being written to data structures 
that will be reported to third parties)) disclose means for a server to issue a license to 
a client upon verification and issuing a license key for a product by means of a 
communication network involving multiple parties and restrictions placed on the 
transmission of user data substantially as claimed. The differences between the above 
and the claimed invention is the use of specific license by merchant computer and 
authentication. It is noted that it is believed that the server (See Fig. 1) are functionally 
equivalent to a license-issuing computer. 

13. Horstmann (See Fig. 2,3, Col. 3, lines 1-15,Co1. 4, lines 55-65) shows license 
by merchant computer. It would have been obvious to the person having ordinary skill 
in this art to provide a similar arrangement for Ginter et al because the license 
elements are conventional functional Equivalents^ 

14. Regarding claim 21- 

Ginter et al (See abstract, Figs. 1 , 2, 53a, Col. 43, lines 20-55 (user might require a 
method that summarizes usage information for reporting to a clearinghouse (e.g. v 
billing information)1n a way that does hot"' information 
regarding detailed usage behavior), col. 47, lines 20-55, col. 196, lines 45-67, Col. 
197, lines 1-5 (thus may be used to implement privacy filters by, for example, 
preventing certain confidential user information from being written to data structures 
that will be reported to ttiircl 1 p^rties)|^iscl6se ^means' foirl seifver'to^ssue a licensed 
a client upon verification and issuing a license key for a product by means of a 
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communication network involving multiple parties and restrictions placed on the 
transmission of user data substantially as claimed. The differences between the 
above and the claimed invention is the use of specific license by merchant computer 
and authentication. It is noted that it is believed that the server(See Fig. 1) are 
functionally equivalent to a license-issuing computer. 

15. Horstmann (See Fig. 2,3, Col. 3, lines 1-15,Col. 4, lines 55-65) shows license 
by merchant computer. 

16. It would have been obvious to the person having ordinary skill in this art to 
provide a similar arrangement for Ginter et al because the license elements are 
conventional functional equivalents with respect to the claim limitations. 

17. Regarding claim 22 - 

Ginter et al (See abstract, Figs. 1 , 2, 53a, Col. 43, line's 20-55 (user might require a 
method that summarizes usage information for reporting to a clearinghouse (e.g. 1 
billing information) in a : way that does'not convey confidential; personal information 
regarding detailed usage behavior), col. 47, lines 20-55, col. 196, lines 45-67, Col. 
197, lines 1-5 (thus may be used to implement privacy filters by, for example, 
preventing certain confidential user information from being written to data structures 
that will be reported to third parties)) disclose means for a server to ! lssue a license to 
a client upon verification and issuing a license key for a product by means of a 
communication network involving multiple parties and restrictions placed on the 
transmission of user data including storage which is the functional equivalents of the 
claim limitations. * '. - '• 2 - ' '■ " ? " 50 r! ' '' ' ••• ' * 
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18. Regarding claim 23 - ,. 

Ginter et al (See abstract, Figs. 1 , 2, 53a, Col. 43, lines 20-55 (user might require a 
method that summarizes usage information for reporting to a clearinghouse (e.g. 
billing information) in a way that does not convey confidential, personal information . 
regarding detailed usage behavior), col. 47, lines: 20-55, col. 196, lines 45-67, Col. 
197, lines 1-5 (thus may be used to implement privacy filters by, for example, 
preventing certain confidential user information from being written to data structures 
that will be reported to third parties)) disclose means for a server to issue a license to 
a client upon verification and issuing'a license key for a product by means of a Page' 7 
communication network involving multiple parties and restrictions placed on the 
transmission of user data substantially as claimed. The differences between the above 
and the claimed invention is the use of specific license by merchant computer and 
authentication. It is noted 'that^t is believed 'that th'e sWrve'^See/Fig.'^ j are functionally 
equivalent to a license-issuing computer. 

19. Horstmann (See Fig. 2,3, Col. 3, lines 1-15,Co1 . 4, lines 55-65) shows license 
by merchant computer: ' ' " .-,:y 

20. It would have~ been' 'obvious tothe person' having ordinar^'skiM In this art to es 
provide a similar arrangement for Ginter et al because the license elements are 
conventional functional equivalents with respect to the claim limitations and 
authentication is a necessary component of validation arid use'.'" 

21 Regarding claim 24 5 - OSta! ■ t ' 3 "V ' cteimcd.'Yne diriereijces be. \,u abov^ 



r-,oc 1- iy,C 4, iines ( pt-65} 
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Ginter et al (See abstract, Figs. 1 , 2, 53a, Col. 43, lines 20-55 (user might require a 
method that summarizes usage information for reporting to a clearinghouse (e.g. 
billing information) in a way that does not convey confidential, personal information 
regarding detailed usage behavior), col. 47, lines 20-55, col. 196, lines 45-67, Col. 
197, lines 1-5 (thus may be used to implement privacy filters by, for example, 
preventing certain confidential user information from being written to data structures 
that will be reported to third parties)) disclose means for a server to issue a license to 
a client upon verification and issuing a license key for a product by means of a 
communication network involving multiple parties and restrictions placed on the 
transmission of user data substantially as claimed. The differences between the above 
and the claimed invention is the use of specific license by merchant computer and 
authentication. It is noted that it is believed that the server (See Fig. 1 ) are functionally 
equivalent to a license-issuing computer. 

22. Horstman'n (See Fig. 2,3, Col. 3; lines l -1 5,Co1 . 4, lines 55-65) shows license 
by merchant computers :jJ ^ ljd ; t0;i!T,(j; ^ <CK \- ,W<J ^ ,,{ ; /' :S '"'v'- e: : ^ 

23. It would have been : obvious to the person having ordinary skill in this art to 
provide a similar arrangement for Ginter et al because the license elements are 
conventional functional equivalents with respect to the ciaim limitations and : : 
authentication is a necessai7 c6mponent of valida 

24. Regarding claim 25 - 

Ginter et al (See abstract, Figs. 1 , 2, 53a,' Col. 43, lines 20-55 (user might require a 

method that summarizes usage informationfor reporting to a dearinghouse (e.g. 

■■iwJlii.-j computet . . v 
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billing information) in a way that does not convey confidential, personal information 
regarding detailed usage behavior), col. 47, lines 20-55, col. 196, lines 45-67, Col. 
197, lines 1-5 (thus may be used to implement privacy filters by, for example, 
preventing certain confidential user information from being written to data structures 
that will be reported to third parties)) disclose means for a server to issue a license to 
a client upon verification and issuing a license key for a product by means of a 
communication network involving multiple parties and restrictions placed on the 
transmission of user data substantially as claimed. The differences between the above 
and the claimed invention-Is theruseof-specific license by merchant computer and y > 
authentication. It is noted that it is believed that the server(See Fig. 1) are functionally 
equivalent to a license-issuing computer. 

25. Horstmann (See Fig. 2,3, Col. 3, lines 1-15,Co1. 4, lines 55-65) shows license 
by merchant computer:; : ' ' d tL ,itr / " : ; ^ : *- /: ^ x 

26. It would have been obvious to the person having ordinary skill in this art to 
provide a similar arrangement for Ginter et al because the license elements are 
conventional functional equivalents with respect to the claim limitations and 
authentication is a necessary component of validation and use. 0 iac — 

27. Regarding claim 26 - v 

Ginter et al (See abstract, Figs. 1, 2, 53a, Col. 43, lines 20-55 (user might require 'a 
method that summarizes usage information for reporting to a clearinghouse (e.g. 
billing information) in a way that fto'es' 'not convey confidential, personal information 
regarding detailed usage behavior),' col. 47, lines 20-55,' col. 196Jines 45-67, Coi. 
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197, lines 1-5 (thus may be used to implement privacy filters by, for example, 
preventing certain confidential user information from being written to data structures 
that will be reported to third parties)) disclose means for a server to issue a license to 
a client upon verification and issuing a license key for a product by means of a 
communication network involving multiple parties and restrictions placed on the 
transmission of user data substantially as claimed, the differences between the above 
and the claimed invention is the use of specific license by merchant computer and 
authentication. It is noted that it is believed that the server (See Fig. 1 ) are functionally 
equivalent to a license-issuing computer. 

28. Horstmann (See Fig. 2,3, Col. 3, lines 1-15,Co1. 4, lines 55-65) shows license 
by merchant computer. ' ' ,J ~"' t j . uy, ; ; 

29. Itwould have been Obvious to the person 

provide a similar arrangement for Ginter et al because the license elements are 
conventional functional equivalents with respect to the claim limitations and 

authentication is a necessar^'component of validation and usWf ir C 

30. * Regarding 'cfa^ : ne,differences;betvv^^i ino abovrv 

Ginter et al (See abstract, Figs. 1 , 2, 53a, Col. 43, lines 20-55 (user might require a 
method that summarizes usage information for reporting to a clearinghouse (e.g. 
billing information) in a way that does not convey confidential, personal information 
regarding detailed 'usage behavior)',' col:47Jine^20^ 45-67, l CoP e 

197, lines 1-5 (thus may be used to implement privacy filters by, for example, 
preventing certain confidential user information from being written to data structures 
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that will be reported to third parties)) disclose method for a server to issue a license to 
a client upon verification and issuing a license key for a product by means of a 
communication network involving multiple parties and restrictions placed on the 
transmission of user data substantially as claimed. The differences between the above 
and the claimed invention is the use of specific license by merchant computer and 
authentication. It is noted that it is believed that the server (See Fig. 1) are functionally 
equivalent to a license-issuing computer. 

31. Horstmann (See Fig. 2,3, Col. 3, lines 1-15,Co1. 4, lines 55-65) shows license 
by merchant computer: ; = c-. ul. 

32. It would have been obvious to the person having ordinary skill in this art to 
provide a similar arrangement for Ginter et al because the license elements are 
conventional functional equivalents with respect to the claim limitations and 
authentication is a necessary component of validation and use. v 

33: ' Regarding claim* 28 3 i : ^ Laptially :S c,aiRl " J ne di»^rei ;; ,o> be,.. - ..v-oow 
Ginter et al (See abstract, Figs. 1,2, 53a, Col. 43, lines 20-55 (user might require a 
method that summarizes usage information for reporting to a clearinghouse (e.g. 
billing information) in a way that does not convey confidential, personal information 
regarding detailed 'usage 

197, lines 1-5 (thus may be used to implement privacy filters by, for example, 
preventing certain confidential user information fronrr being written to data structures 
that will be reported to third parties)) disclose method for a server to issue a license to 
a client upon verification* and issuing 'si license' key for Vprod^ct by 'means'pf a 
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communication network involving multiple parties and restrictions placed on the 
transmission of user data substantially as claimed. The differences between the above 
and the claimed invention is the use of specific license by merchant computer and 
authentication. It is noted that it is believed that the server (See Fig. 1 ) are functionally 
equivalent to a license-issuing computer. 

34. Horstmann (See Fig. 2,3, Col. 3, lines 1-15,Cp1. 4, lines 55-65) show license by 
merchant computer. 

35. It would have been obvious to the person having ordinary skill in this art to 
provide a similar arrangement for Ginter et al because the license elements are 
conventional functional equivalents with respect to the claim limitations and 
authentication is a necessary component of validation and use. 

36. ' ' Regarding claim"'29--"~' antU!y ' ■ ;; ; e ^ : -^rer.-, bv.. - .... . 
Ginter et al (See abstract, Figs. 1 , 2, 53a, Col. 43, lines 20-55 (user might require a 
method that summarizes usage information for reporting to a clearinghouse (e.g. 
billing information) in a way that does riot convey confidential, personal information 
regarding detailed usage behavio^y.'col.^Zf li^ k -'. 
197, lines I-5 (thus may be used to implement privacy filters by, for example, 
preventing certain confidential user information from being written to data structures 
that will be reported to third parties)) disclose method for a server to issue a license to 
a client upon verification arid issuing'^ Ticerise'key for'a product by means^bf a 
communication network involving multiple parties and restrictions placed on the 
transmission of user data substantially as claimed. The differences between the above 

' us y; i^nfo'rrnrTioii iui; . .pr: ; uip.i t _. a oiuJm.ic;,. ; e j : . 
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and the claimed invention is the use of specific license by merchant computer and 
authentication. It is noted that it is believed that the server (See Fig. 1 ) are functionally 
equivalent to a license-issuing computer. 

37. Horstmann (See Fig. 2,3, Col. 3, lines 1-15,Co1. 4, lines 55-65) shows license 
by merchant computer. 

38. It would have been obvious to the person having ordinary skill in this art to 
provide a similar arrangement for Ginter et al because the license elements are 
conventional functional equivalents with respect to the claim limitations and 
authentication is a necessary component of validation and use. r 

39. Regarding claim 30 - 

Ginter et al (See abstract, Figs. 1, 2, 53a, Col. 43, lines 20-55 (user might require a 
method that summarizes usage information for reporting to a clearinghouse (e.g. 
billing information) inway that does not convey confidential, personal information 
regarding detailed usage behavior); col. 47, lines 20-55, col! 1^96, lirves'45-67, Col. 
197, lines 1-5 (thus may be used to implement privacy filters by, for example, 
preventing certain confidential user information from being written to data structures 
that will be reported to third parties)) disclose means for a server to issue a license to 
a client upon verification and issliing 'a license key for a product by means of a 
communication network involving multiple parties and restrictions placed on the 
transmission of user data including license which is the functional equivalents of the 
claim limitations. " : ~ • " ~^ ~ : ----- J - • :l — i — 
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40. Regarding claim 31, Ginter et al (See abstract, Figs. 1, 2', 53a, Col. 43, lines 20- 
55(user might require a method that summarizes usage information for reporting /to a 
clearinghouse (e.g. billing information) in a way that does not convey confidential, 
personal information regarding detailed usage behavior), col. 47, lines 20-55, col. 196, 
lines 45-67, Col. 197, lines 1-5 (thus may be used to implement privacy filters by, for 
example, preventing certain confidential user information from being written to data 
structures that will be reported to third parties)) disclose method for a server to issue a 
license to a client upon verification and issuing a license key(including trial use) for a 
product by meansof a communication network involving multiple parties and v > 
restrictions placed on the transmission of user data substantially as claimed. The 
differences between the above and the claimed invention is the use of specific license 
by merchant computer and authentication. It is noted that it is believed that the server 
(See Fig. 1) are functionally equivalent to a license-issuing^ 

41. Horstmann (See Fig. 2,3, Col. 3, lines 1-15,Co1. 4, lines 55-65) show license by 
merchant computer. 1 

42. It would have been obvious to the person having ordinary skill in this art to 
provide a similar arrangement for Ginter et al because the license elements are J ~ " " 
conventional functional equivalents with respect to the claim limitations and 
authentication is a necessary component of validation and use. 

43. Regarding claim 32 - r . ;; . * • :J^^m\\y -^-ok - 

Ginter et al (See abstract, |! FigsYl, 2, 53a/cbl. 43; lines°26-5 f 5'tuse ! r might require a r: 
method that summarizes usage information for reporting to a clearinghouse (e.g. 
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billing information), in a way that does not convey confidential, personal information 
regarding detailed usage behavior), co(. 47, lines 20-55, col. 196, lines 45-67, Col. 
197, lines 1-5 (thus may be used to implement privacy filters by, for example, 
preventing certain confidential user information from being written to data structures 
that will be reported to third parties)) disclose means for a server to issue a license to 
a client upon verification and issuing a license key for a product by means of a 
communication network involving multiple parties and restrictions placed on the 
transmission of user data including license which is the functional equivalents of the 
claim limitations. * 

44. Examiner's Note: Although Examiner has cited particular columns, line numbers 
and figures in the referenceis 'as 'applied to the claims above for the convenience of the 
applicants), the specified citations are merely representative of the teaching of the prior 
art that are applied to specific claim limitations within the individual claim and other 
passages and figures may apply as well. It is respectfully' requested that the 
applicant(s), in preparing' the response, fully s consider ttfe items v of evidence in their e t0 
entirety as potentially teaching all or part of the claimed invention, as well as the context 
of the passage as taught by the prior art or disclosed by the Examiner. 

,u * Conclusion ' ~ ^ v 

45. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Cristina Owen Sherr whose telephone number is 571- 
272-671 1 . The examiner can normally be reached oh 8:30-5:00 Monday through 
Friday. 1 ,; ' * : \-:mji.vo- r ,-ii-. : \. : - 

: • • .j u< c ■ecifk; ciai-*M limw *k:n^ within che: inuiv/iduai ola'fh:.. J-cr- 
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46. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, James Trammell can be reached on 571-272-6712. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

47. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on accessitolthe'Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic *ye .6 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access .to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-91 99 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571 -272-1 -000. ' " " ' 
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